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Tir dodrine of our Lord's Divinity, 

is confeſledly a ſubject of great im- 
portance. The deſign of the following 
pages, 1s to place this ſubject in a light 
conſiſtent with the plain declarations of 
Scripture, and intelligible to the common 
ſenſe of every impartial enquirer after truth. 


How far the writer has ſucceeded in the 
accompliſhment of this deſign, it remains 
for the Reader to determine. Some will, 
no doubt, ſuppoſe his ſtatement of the 
ſubject very erroneous; while others may, 
on the whole, approve of the ideas con- 
| . and * think they might have been 


better 


iv | PREFACE. 
better expreſſed, and ſupported by better 
arguments. To the former of theſe be 
would fay, f T habe rmfconceryed,” an 
© miſrepreſented the ſubject, that Man ſhall 
* have my warmeſt thanks, who will give 
e himfelf tha trouble of panting out my 
% miſtakes, in a Chriſtian ſpirit.” To the 
latter, that 1 have conveyed my ideas in 
* ſuch a manner, and ſupported them by 
© ſuch arguments, as appeared to me the 
* moſt proper; and if any one will do the 
* ſubje& more juſtice, I ſhall applaud his 
* conduc. My preſent effort is with a 
view to the promotion of truth, and if 
* truth be but, pond I care not by 
* whom.” 


It is ellos neceſſary to inform the 
Reader, that he ought to perufe the whole, 
before he concludes what are the ſenti- 
ments of the writer. If particular paffages 
be detached, a meaning may be affixed to 
them foreign to his ideas. Brevity has 
been ſtudied throughout, and no one part 


taken by itſelf will fully convey the author's 
deſign. 


To 


' PREFACE. ® wit 


To the Church and congregation in which 
he labours, the writer more particularly 
dedicates this production of his pen, as 


their edification is his more immediate ob- 


ject in its publication. 


It would be wrong to publiſh haſty 
thoughts upon ſo important a ſubject, the 
following piece has been penned more than 
thirty months: and during that period the 
thoughts which it contains, frequently and 
ſeverely ſcrutinized. That it may be 
bleſſed to the promotion of truth, and the 
glory of Gov, is the ardent prayer of 


The AUTHOR. 
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CHAPTER I. . 
That Divinity is aſcribed to Ixsus 


CnxRISr. 


the leaſt truth or propriety, be aſcribed 
to Him; if Divinity be not aſcribed to 
Him, it follows Gat He 1s nothing 
more than a mere creature, If divi- 
nity be afcribable to the man Chr: 
N it follows that He is truly 
op. Theſe I take to be ſelf- evident 
propoſitions. 


That divinity is aſcribable to the 
Son of God, appears, ron 


Fit. From the names and titles 
applied to Him in the fcriptures, He 
called God, the mighty God, the ever- 
* B ; laſting 
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SON OF MAN, Sc. 


IF Caxrrsr be nothing more than cnay. I. 
L man, divinity never can, wit 


1 10 ] 


CHAP, 1. laſting Father, Emmanuel, Cod with 
Ly us, the Lord from heaven, the Prince of 


(a) Heb. i. 8. 


Iſa. ix. 6. 


Matt. i. 2, 3. 


1 Cor. xv. 


47. 


Acts iii. 15. 
1 Cor. ii. 8. 
Acts x. 36. 
Mark ii. 28. 
Iſa. xl. g. 


(5) Heb. iii. 


4. 
Col. i. 16. 


(c) Heb, 1. g. 
Col. i. 17. 
Fa, Xl. 26. 


Life, the Lord of Glory, the Lord of 
Lord even of the Sabbath-day, Teho- 
vah (a). It would be. very ſtrange m- 
deed to ſuppoſe, that He to whom all 
theſe dignified names, and glorious 
epithets, are applied, is nothing more 
than a creature; but if he be an 
thing more than a creature, he mu 
be truly Gop : for there is no ſtep 
after we leave mere creatureſhip until 
we arrive at true divinity. : 


Second. The Divinity of CnRIS 
appears from the. works aſcribed to 
him in the ſacred writings. __ 


ig Creation, — Paul declares, that he 
who built all things is God ; but it is 
expreſsly aſſerted, that all things were 


created by Jzsus CuRIST (b): there- 
fore IEsus CHRIST mult be Gop. 


2. Preſervation. — Cu Rist is the up- 
holder of all things, and it is by Him 
that all things conſiſt: but how ſhould 
a mere creature uphold univerſal na- 
ture, when it is attributed to the great- 
neſs of divine power, that not one of the 
ſtars faileth (c)? How is it poſſible, 
all things ſhould conſiſt by a mere crea- 


ture ? . 
| 3. Sat- 


1 


g. Salvation. — JEHovan declares, CHAP. 1. 
that He is a ju/t: God and Saviour, and — 
that there is none elſe beſides Him, to 
whom theſe a belong (d); (a) Ifa. «tv. 
yet Chrift is called the ſuſt one, and the 21 
Savour (e) but after what IEHOVAH ( as iii, 
hath declared, how could theſe epi- 14 _ 
thets be applied to him, if he was not 
truly divine? 8 


tHe) Faint judgment is com- 
mitted to the Son; He is declared to be 
the judge of quick and dead; we muſt 
all appear beſore his judgment ſeat 20 (f) John v 
It muſt be ſtrange indeed, to ſuppole im iv. . 
that he who created all thin . WHO 2 Cor. v. 10. 
ſuſtaineth all things, who is the Saviour 
of ſinners, and the univerſal judge, is 
no more than a creature; eſpecially 
after what we read of Gop being the 
-Creator, of his ſuſtaining all things, of 
his being the only Saviour, and the 
Judge of the world: but if he to whom 
theſe things are aſcribed, be any thing 
-more than a creature, he muſt be Gop. 


Third. The Divinity of our Lord 
appears, from the prerogatives which 

he exerciſed, and the honors which he 
claimed, in the days of his fleſh. It is 

a divine prerogative to forgive fins ; 

but he forgave ſins (g). It is the pre- (g) Matk ii. 
rogatiye of Gov to perform divine e. 

| B 2 . works; 


L ma ] 


wy CHAP. 1. works; but he declared, that hat- 


— —-— 
E 


* 


19. 


(i) John v. | 
claimed all things that the Father hath 
(;)John xvi, 


23. 


15s 


ſvever the Father did, that did the Son 
(4) John v. Hkewiſe (A). He declared, that it was 
_ the will of the Father who ſent him, 


that all men ſhould honor the Son, 
even as they honor the Father (i). He 


as his own (7). It would be unaccount- 
able for a mere creature to aſſume the 
prerogative of forgiving ſins, and of 

rforming divine works: for a mere 


man to claim all the honors which be- 


that he who ſaw him ſaw the Father 


long to Gov, and aſſert his right to all 


things that Cop hath : yet this muſt be 
the caſe, if Cxis r be not truly Gop. 


Fourth. That Divinity is aſcribable 


aſſerted, that the Father was 
in him, that he and the Father are one, 


to . 4 may be gathered from 
its being 


alſo, that Gop was in CHRIST, that 
Gop was manifeſt in the fleſh, that in 
him dwelleth all the fulneſs of the 


0% Jobn x. Godhead bodily (H): Surely divinity 


30. xiv. 9, 
10. 


ought to be aſcribed to him who is one 


2 Cor. v. 19. With the Father, and in whom dwelleth 


Col. ii. 9. 


all the fulneſs of the Godhead bodily. 


Fifth. His divinity further appears 
from his being h ed He was 


09 John ix. worſhiped in the days of his fleſh ( 


59, 60. 


dvi. by Stephen in his dying moments 065 


* MM. qa As a mac r aomte ico ﬆNM A Xo qa XAac 4 cc OC . 
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fall of the prayers of Saints: ten thou- 
fand times ten thouſand, and thouſands 
of thoufands of Saints and Angels, are 
deſcribed as proclaiming him * 
to receive power, and riches, and Wil- 
dom, and ſtrength, and honor, and glory, 
and bleſſing; and every creature is re- 
preſented as aſcribing 15 

and honor, and glory, and power, to 
him, for ever and ever; as they aſcribe 
to ue Father (n). I thus be not giving 
him divine 'worſhip, : what is divine 


ſhould be aſcribed to him, if he be not 
truly divine, umo can conceive? 


' Szxthly.” That divinity belongs to the 
Son, 2 an feſt from ANN laid of 
His 'exaltation and glorification. He is 
Jaid to be in the Father, to be ſit down 
on the 5 t God, the right 
hand of the Majeſty on high, to be 
aſcended up far above all heavens, to 
be ſeated with the Father on his throne, 


the brightneſs of his glory, and his ex- 
preſs mage, to be the hope of glory in 
the Saints, though Gop himſelf is de- 
Chrift'be not truly divine, what mean- 
ing can there be in any of the above 
declarations concerning him? 


. 
* 


e ſame bleſſing, 


. 


to be in the midſt of the throne, to be 


the Elders are repreſented as falling HA. 1. 
down before him, with golden vials ——— 


„ 

t 

* 
- 


) Rev. v. 


11, 12, 


clared to be their glory (o). If Jeſus (e) John 


XIV. 20. 


Eph. 1. 20. : 


iv. 10. 


Heb. i. g. 


CHAP. I. 


— 


J 


v, 6. 
Col. i. 27. 
Iſa, Ix. 19. 


] 14 ] 
The names and titles applied-to the 
man Chriſt Jeſus, the works attributed 
to him, the prerogatives which he ex- 
erciſed, the honors which he claimed 
in the days of his fleſh, what is ſaid of 


all divine fulneſs dwelling bodily in 


him, the divine worſhip aſcribed to 
him, and what is declared -concernin 
his glorification at the right hand o 
Gov, all umte as ſo many rays of hea- 
venly light, to illuminate our minds 
upon this ſubject : and to lead us into 


the true knowledge of the high dignity, 


and glorious character of our Redeemer: 


all unite as ſo many inconteſtable _—_ 


of his divinity ; but upon the ſuppo 
ſition that vin the belongs not to CG 
the names and titles given to him are 


utterly inapplicable to his perſon; the 


works attributed to him can be none 
of his; the exerciſing ſuch prerogatives, 
and claiming ſuch honors as he did, 


muſt be daring preſumption; what is 


faid of the divine fulneſs dwelling in 


him ceaſes to be fact; the divine wor- 


ſhip paid to him becomes idolatry; and 


what is aſſerted of his being in the midſt 


of the Father's throne muſt be a wrong 
ſtatement. Such are the conſequences 


of denying our Lord's divinity ; but 


acknowledge him to be divine, and all 


theſe things become at once eaſy and 


intelligible. 
_ CHAP. 


11 


| CHAP. II. 

| A more particular Statement of what it 
s we are contending for, and attempt- 
Ang to prove. 


* 


| E are not endeavouring to prove CHAP. II. 
that Gop is God, that divinity ——" 
is divinity, that the divine Being is the 
divine Being, which would be quite 
unneceſſary ; as it would be attempt- 
ing to prove what no one denies, who 


acknowledges the Being of a Gov. 


We are not contending for the Atha- 
naſian hypotheſis. We have nothing 
to do with human creeds, the defence 
of which we leave to thoſe who chooſe 
to ſubſcribe them; for our own part, 
we are fully ſatisfied with the ſcrip- 
tures: and mean to admit no other 
ſtandard of truth. We have nothing 


—— r >” — 


as we look upon the eternal generation 
ſcheme to be abſurd, 3 and 
abſolutely unintelligible. 


We are not pleading ſor diſtinct 
perſons in the Godhead. We believe 
that Gop is one, and indiviſible: we 
think that to admit diſtinct perſons, 
or intelligent agents, in the Godhead, 


„ re YT YT _ÞP 


) p would 


” jo * % ü 4 
. 3 


to fay in favor of eternal generation, . 


CHAP. II. 
A—EFEmUDmü— 


(a) Deut. vi. 


4. 
Iſa. xliv. 6. 
Mark xii. 


ge. 

John xvii, 

Eph. iv. 6. 

1 im. ii. 5. 
8 vi. 
10. 


I 
would be to deny the divine unity, as 
ſtated in the ſcriptures (a). 


Me are eee ee of 
Ifa. xlv. 5. the abſtract eſſence of the moſt Hi 


which no man hath ſeen or can ſee (5). 
We mean to hazard no expreſſions on 
the modus of the divine exiſtence; or 
the pure nature of Deity, which is in- 
ſerutable, We mean not to meddle 
with what Gop hath not clearly reveal- 
ed, as that would be to obtrude into 
things which we ought not. We are 
fatissecd with what is manifeſted of th 
divine character and perfections: an 
more than Gop hath revealed, we think 
no man living can have any know- 


ledge of. 


It is the divinity of the ſeed of the 
woman; the ſeed of Abraham; the 
Prophet whom Sung ar raiſed up 
unto the Jews, of their brethren, like 


unto Moſes; the fon of David; the rod 


(e) Gen. iii. 
15. xxii. 18. 
Akts 111, 22. 
Matt. xxi. 
— 

Ih. i. 1. 
Pl. Ixxxix. 


(4) Matt. i. 
"ii. 
ia, 


Dan. 1x, 25, 


out of the ſtem of Jeſe; of one choſen 
out of the people (c): of him who was 
conceived and born of the Virgin ; of 
the child born and ſon given, foretold 
by the ancient Prophets; Meſſiah the 
Prince (d): the man who is called 
God's fellow ; Jeſus of Nazareth, a man 
approved of Gop, by divers ſigns and 
wonders, miracles, and gifts of the 
Holy Ghoſt, which Gop W by 

him, 


& WW; PR” = ra 
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1 
him, according to his own will, (e): CHAP. II. 
the divinity of him who was made of a 


P * 


woman ;. who called himſelf the Son os mY 
2 of the ſecond man (J): of Ad- ii. 29. 
him; who, was crucified withqut the Gal. iv. 
gates of Jeruſalem, who was laid in the Mat. xvi- 
grave, and roſe again from the dead (g): '3: _ 
It is the divinity of this Man, and none . 
other .perſon, that we intend to de- (z) 4 Cor. 
mg i cc 


I e N 10 Roi 
When Iſaiah ſpoke of Emmanuel, 
he applied that title to the Son which | 
a; Virgin ſhould. concerve, and bring 

forth (A). .. When he foretold, that the (4) 16. vii. 
. one ſhould be called the 
Mighty God, the Everlaſting Father, 

he declared, that theſe. names ſhould  . 
be given to the child bonn (i): When (i) 19a. ix. 6. 
Jexov an ſpeaks of his fellow, he ex- 

Oy. th him the Man (k)... The (4) Zec. 

child which was actually conceived 7: 

and born, is called both Jeſus or Sa-. i 
viour, and Emmanuel, or Gop with 4 
us. (). The Angels informed the Shep- (0) Matt. i. 

herds, that the babe born at Bethle- - ; 
hem, was Chriſt the Lord (m). It is (m) Luke ii 5 
the ſecond Man who is declared to be | 
the Lord from heaven (un). It was the (=) : Cor. 

Son of Man who forgave ſins; and de- . 47- 

clared himſelf to be Lord even of the 


Sabbath-day(o). It was the Son of (o) Mark ii, 
pr C Man . 28, 


— 


t 18 3 
nA. 11, Man Who detlared dimſelr ts de the 
> Son of 69d, in ſuch a ſenſe as Ned 

Jews to ſupp that. 15 being a | 
15 John x. W n himfelf Gob (). He who 
9. was crucified, and flain, (2). declared 
to be the Son of Gov, with power, 
According to the Spirit of * 
(nen. 1.4. His befufredton Fo the dead {g). 
de fame that was flain, is now in 
midſt of the throne, and receives the 
worſhip, and adoration of all the hea- 
(r) Rev. ven (Y). The Son of Man tolc 
6 ch. 15 ews, it Was the will of the Father 
fent Hon, that all Men thoula 
dend the Son, even as they the 
(+) John v. Father (5). It was The LS id, 7 ah 
855 the Father u ont: and again, He Ma 
aue (1) John x. hath, ſeen Me hath, ſcen the he Fither (2. 
iv. 9- The Son of Man was confeſſed 85 
ter, to be the Chriſt, 5 
(v) Matt. living Go (v). * is to ju dge th 
4) , quic End dead (u ae is the Hint 
xvii. gi. of the Man 8 us, that che 185 
tures uniformly al bh "when they 
concerning the Son of : whe Yo the 
divinity of a perſon who exiſted ſe- 
arate and diſtin from humanity. 
ither the divinity of the Stn of Man 
muſt be proved, or- no divinity of 


Chrilt can be demonſtrated, from the 
Scriptures. * 
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The 


e 
The divinity 


ef gur Lord, as 
mean to ne 4 may be dae 
3 oF Fe NA a Son 
in the * N before any 
creature exiſted, which makes one per- 


fon in the divine Eſſence, the Father of 
another perſon in the ſame Eſſence; 
or in other words, Gop a Father to 
himſelf, and a Son te himſelf. It has 
nothing to do with the technical terms, 
co- eternity, c- equality, conſubſtanti- 
ality, &c, which have o much perplex- 
ed and confounded the common lenſe 
1 ENG. and rendered a confuſed 


the writings of the e It 
* no de ung 


ence on divine 8 
ſonality; but is perfectly conſiſtent 
re the ſtrict unity of God. In treat- 
ing the ſubje& we ſhall not make uſe 

ſcholaſtic terms; but endeavour to 
expreſs ourſelves according to the plain 
21 language of Scripture ! and to 
5 22 king. we tay to the common ſenſe 


gs ing afide all bnd an the 
plan ory is, Was eſus of Nazareth 
Dn than a Man ? as he more than 
a mere creature Fr wil be? Was he 
truly divine ? = MOR ty aſcribable to 
him? In what 8 Is Ain ie 
e 


er 11. 


[. 20 Þ 
CHAP.111. ble to him, who is truly and properly 
\—— Man? Why is the Son of Man called 
by the exalted titles, the Mighty Gov, 
the Everlaſting Father, &c. ? Theſe are 
the inquiries we ſhall purſue, in order 
that we may repreſent the ſubject in a 


oi EMA BM 53 4s 
from, nor poſſeſſed by Him independent 
of r War on 


A TE cannot aſcribe to Chriſt a ſepa- 
VV rate, divinity, diſtinct from the 
Father, without ſuppoſing more divini- 
ties than one: and to ſuppoſe a plurality 
of divinities, is to ſuppoſe a plurality 
of Gods; which is Grectl contrary 
to the plain and expreſs declarations of 
Jehovah m'the*Scriptures. . This con- 
ſideration alone ought to conyince Men 
of the abſurdity of attributing to the 
Son a ſeparate; divinity, diſtin from 
his Gon and Father. That the Son had 
no divinity . ſeparate from and inde- 

pendent of the Father, appears 
1. From 


Es «i. eaten. Me dt kb. ”Y 


F i 9 


* 74 7 . EI | Nan | 6 1 Y 7 > 
1. From his receiving all things of CHae.n1. 


r 
2. From his avowed dependence on 
the Father. TIL 1 Fr. .A 1 S? 86 


3. From his acknowledged inferiority 
to 7 gta the days of his 0 1 [ 
4. From his aſcribing all glory to 


© PROPOSITION I. 
*Chrift received all things of his Father. 


If he had been Gov diſtinct from, 
and independent of the Father, he could 
not derive his exiſtence from, nor have 
life communicated to him by the Father; 
but muſt have been unoriginated, ſelf- 
exiſtent, and neceſſarily poſſeſſed of 
life; even as the Father: yet, it is clear 
from what we read of his conception 
and birth, and from his being called 


—ä — 


the begotten of the Father, that he de- 


nved His exiſtence from him. In con- 


tirmation of which the Son declared, 
that he lived by the Father, that As 
the Father hath life in himſelf, ſo 
*hath he given to the Son to have life 
in Himſelf (a);” but if the Father 


poſſeſs it independent of the Father ; 
but as his gift. 1 


k ; (a) John Vs 
gave it to him, it follows that he did not 26. 


-—_ — — — 8 - __ - * —  V — - — 
* = — — 
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4 22 
cHAb. in, If he was ſanctified by the Father, 


and anointed by him, in order ta his 

being qualified for the great and tre- 

mendous work which he had ta do, it 

follows that he did nat poſſeſs abſolute 

infinite r ſeparate from, and 

independent of the Father, For what 
ſanctification, or anointing, could 

neceſſary to qualify a being poſſeſſe 

of abſolute infinite perfection, for any 

work whatever ? But Chriſt expreſsly 

declared, that he was ſanclitied by the 

Father, and that Gop had anointed 


uke iv. 18, ww POP 62 eb ror 177 
Ĩ᷑ be Spirit of Jenovan is ſaid to be 
upon him, in conſequence of his having 
anointed him. We are told, © the Fas 

© ther giveth not the Spirit by meaſure 

te) Jobn iii.“ $6 him (c):” which ſhows that the 
34+ divine Spirit Was given to him by the 
Father. But what need could there 

e for Jeovan to fill him with his 
Spixit, if he poſſeſſed eyery thing which 
can be comprehended in the r. 
Spirit, independent of the Father's gatt? 
It would look like giving him, what 
way in as complete poll 000 fl "> 
gre it Was given, as he could be Als 


- „ 


- . 
* - 
: 
: , 
a * 
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1 


He recesved his commilſion of tp At 


how could ene perſbn pul 
Fac by and der pendent Fan 
by, Or eee Aa miſſion = 
perſon | poſſeſſed of a ſeparate 
E in dent * ? Yet this 
muſt be ppoſed the caſe, if we attri- 
ay 15 1 Son ſeparate from, 
and — of the Father. The 
pig a miſſion, and being 
implies the reception of authority and 
power, to act in ſome particular ſta- 
tiom and capacity. But had the Son 
bern in ſhon of divinity diſtinct 
from the Father, he could receive no 
r of authority, more than he 
ſt naturally and neeeſſarily poſſeſs 
in and of himſelf: it would have been 
as poſſible in that caſe, for the Father 
to have received power and authority 
from the Son, as for the Son to receive 
them of the Father. RS 
Chriſt received all his wiſdom and 
knowledge of the Father, for he ſaid, 
* 'The Father loveth the Son, and Thow- 
Lech him all thing A himſelf do- 


5 and was ſent by him Bd. 
of. ſe 4 . 9 La iv. 


vl eth (e). The Fa ve him all the (e) John v. 


power and bathbtity | uch he poſleſs- 20, 
eth. He declar "7 All power in 
heaven and in z carth, is given to 
"mm." 


(41 
cHAP. III.“ me (J). Again, he poſitively af- 


5 Nr. ſerts, All things are delivered to mie 
xxviii. 18, © of my Father (g).“ Had he poſſeſſed 
(g) Luke x. a divinity a of the Father, 
2 he muſt have known all things, have 

had all power and authority, have poſ- 
ſeſſed all things, independent of the 
Father's ſhowing, giving, or deliveri 
them unto him; but that this was n 
the caſe, is evident from the above 


pallages. 


Ihe things which he ſpake, he de- 

clared he had ſeen with his Father, 

| that they were not his own; but the 
() 2 words of him that ſent him (4); His 
1% orks the Father had given him to do, 
the performance of them he referred 

(i) John v. to Father which was in him (i). 
39. But can ſuch things ever be reconciled 
with the idea of his divinity, being 

diſtinct from the Father? 


| | He declared, that he lived by the 
| | Father, that he was not alone; but 
| () John vi. that the Father was with him (). We 
57. viii. 16. are told, that the Father raiſed him 
from the dead, placed him on the holy 
bill of Zion, highly exalted him, ſeated 
him at his own right hand, made him 
both Lord and Chriſt, appointed = 


Fs 7) 
heir of all things, gave him to be the chAp. 111. 
head over all things; bade him aſt and 
he would give him the heathen for his 
inheritance, and the uttermoſt parts of 
the earth for his poſſeſſion ; promiſed 
to make his foes his footſtool (4). The (4) a8 ii, 
ſcriptures in general run in this ſtrain; 24 36. | 
but the paſſages alluded to are ſuffi- Phil. il. 9. 
cient, to Thow, that while on earth he PL. cx. . 
was ſupported and upheld by his Fa- go. i. 20, 
ther, that the Father hath done all 23. 
things for him, and that whatever he 
it the Father hath made him: ideas 
utterly ems oo with - the ſuppo- 
ſition of his poſſeſſing a divinity ſeparate 
and diſtinct from the Father. 


When the mother of two of his diſ- 
ciples requeſted of him, that her ſons 
might fit, the one on his right hand, 
and the other on his left, in his king- 
dom, he declared, that the honors of 
his kingdom were not his to give, but 
according to the appointment of his 
Father (1). All things revealed by him () Matt. xx. 
to his diſciples, and all the bleſlings 3: 
which he communicates to them, were 
firſt received by him of his Father : the 
glory to which they ſhall be raiſed at 

ſt, is what the Father hath given 

D _ hm. 


CHAP.11T. Him (a. He promiſes to gie 1 


(1 * 


56 


() _— - but he informs tis, that the power 


(of Johm v. 


27% 


make it "Ry 
received all things of his Father, never 
Naa afrogated a an thing to Rimfelf ir 
dent of the Father, not ever 


121 


Faithful ſervanits power over the os, 
| buit he adds, even as f receiv of iny 
' Father (#). He is the judge of 2 +) 


execute judgment was Og eee 4 5 by 
the Nad Thus 
antly evident, that iy 


4 
Mvikiry fe ce 
to an Vim aratè ah 

from am F Fae dwelled in bim. 


PROPOSITION 11. 


, avowed his Dependence on the 
1 Father: r | 


Te deperidence of the Son on the 
F ather, appears from the whole of the 
Trece obſervations; and feveral 
gs already noticed expreſs his 


a Oel of that dependetice, but Had he 


Mefſed à diffth& divinity, indepen- 


fenſe, at any time, have been depen- 
dent on Him: for independence wotild 
have been abſolutehy infeparable from 
his very Being. Yet Chtift declared 
his Entire dependence; i in the moſt 1 6 
an 


lent of the Father, he could in no 


A. =— *** ” WF 1? 


4 
T7 


P 
-politve terms. He ſaid, , The CHAP.11: 
pg can do nothing. himſelf,” —- —Y 
I can of my own ſelf do nothing (a)“. () John v. 
It Ly * argue, 217 in ; ſs 9, 3% 

ords he of himſelf merely as 
Nen, Whin be fad, The Sen {ao 
fare did he not mean his 75 fel, 

is proper perſon, as the Son f GOD 

What ſtronger language could he have 
uſed to expreſs tus proper perſon as 
the Son of Gov, than the above ? Shall 
we harbour the thought, that when he 
ſaid, the Son m own ſelf, he did not 
intend his proper perſon, his very ſelf, 
the Son of Gop? Far be it from us to 
ſuppoſe, there was Any ng 1 
any ambiguity in the declarations « 
4 who 1s FAM faithful and true wit- | 
neſs (). How can we for a moment () Rev. i. ;, 
ſuppoſe, that the Son could of himfelf | 
do all things, when he declared, I can 
of mane own ſelf do nothing, without 
calling in en the ſincerity of his 
words? Without the utmoſt ſophiſtry 
be made uſe of to ſhun conviction, 
the above words muſt be acknow- 
ledged to contain inconteſtable evidence 
of the entire dependence of the Son 
on the Father. 


His putting his truſt in Go, is a 
{triking proof of his dependence, 1 85 
| D 2 e 


C 28 J 

CHAP.III. he did not poſſeſs divine perfection, 
— ſeparate from him. What need could 
there be for a being that had infinite 
perfection independent of any other, 

to put his truſt in any one ? He could 

need no arm but his own to ſuſtam 

him. Yet the Son declares of the Fa- 


(J e. l. ther, © I will put my truſt in him (ey. 
13• l , | 9 ö N 


His praying to the Father, is another 
indiſputable evidence of his depen- 
dence. Prayer always implies depen- 
dence on him to whom we pray. 
Prayer imports that we want him to 
| whom we pray, to do ſomething for 
li us which we cannot do for ourſelves; 
ſ or to beſtow upon us ſomething that 
| we are not, at the time we pray, in the 
Þ actual poſſeſſion of. Chriſt was fre- 
uently engaged in prayer to his Fa- 
i er. He poured out ſtrong cries, and 
| tears, to him that was able to. ſave him 
| from death, and was heard in that he 
| (4) Heb. v. feared (d). He prayed to his Father, 
f % John that he 5 4 be glorified (9. He 
l xvii. 2, 5. Pleaded with him in behalf of his diſ- 
| ciples, that he would keep them from | 
3 the evil of the world, and ſanctify them 
=. () John through the truth (/). But if he poſ- 
* 157 ſeſſed a ſeparate divinity, diſtinct from 

the Father, and equal with him, brag 
nee 


* 


11 
need could there be for all this? In HAP. 111. (1 
What need could he ſtand of the Fa r ' = 
ther's aid ? What need could there b 1 
for. him to cry unta the Father to ſave 
him? What glory could he receive, 
that was not in the higheſt ſenſe inſe- 
parable from his very exiſtence? What 
need could there be for him to aſk any 
thing of the Father, either for himſelf, 
or his diſciples? He could, upon that 
ſuppoſition, have-done as well without 
the Father's aſſiſtance, as with it; 
could have ſaved himſelf as well 
without the Father's aid, as the Father 
could ſave him by all his power : nor 
could the Father have any glory to 
raiſe him to more than the Son poſſeſ- 
ſed independent of him: he could have 
done every thing for his diſciples, by 
himſelf alone, without ever recom- 
mending them, or their caſe, to the 
Father. The Lord's praying tò the 
Father, in the manner in Which he did, 
can * 15 be 1 hm the -— 
tion of his poſſeſſing a ſeparate an 
diſtinct 52 30 


His expectation was alone from his 
Father, not from himſelf, independent 
of him. He knew that his Cop would 

not leave his ſoul in hell, nor ſuffer his 
fleſh to fee corruption: and he is ex- þ 


pecting 


r | *” wu hh Jy "is \s e 
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HAP. 111. pecting until his foes be made his fagts 
x — ſtool (g). This is another proof of hig 
s) Acts ii. dependence on his Father. | | 
Heb. x. 13. 5 2 | F 
(k) Matt, His acknowledging the moft Heh ta 
xvii. 46. be his GOD (A), implies his dependence 
on him. To luppaſe that he had a 

divinity ſeparate from the Father, and 

which was not the Father dwell - 
him, and that notwithſtanding he called 
the moſt High hie Gor, would involve 
the greateſt abſurdity, it would imply 
hat Gov, is the Gon, and Father of 
op, for he is the Gop and Father of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. We have the 
cleareſt evidence of the dependence of 
the Son on the Father, and this 1s a 
full demonſtration that he had not a 
ſeparate divinity, was not independent 
of. the, Father. Had the Father beer 
one divine perſon, and the divinity of 
the Son another divine perſon, the Son 
could. never. have been dependent, for 
independence is eſſential to Deity, * 


PROPOSITION HI. 


Chriſt in the Days of his Fleſh acknow- 
ledged lus Inferiority to 17 9 5 


His reception of | all things at the 


» 3 


hands of his Father, and his ayowed 
depen- 


Feige eee e 


* 


nee on him, maſt fleceſſarily CHAP. 111 
involve the idea of his being inferior 
to the Father, at the time when he re- 
ceived; and When he acted in a depen- 
dent Tanner | (X 0 


This inferiority further appears, by 
the Father's commanding him, with the 
higheſt authority and majeſty, as to 
of it he ſhould ds; ind his perfect 
bmiſſion, and uniform obedience to 
the ſupreme will of him that ſent 
him (a). If he that received was every (a) John, 
Eqtial to him at whoſe hands he 1 49- a 
received, and in full poſſeſſion of every Mat. ri. 
thing poſſeſſed by h — To whom = 
recerved alt things, = TT 
5 any ming world be entifely 
d: for how 6ould he he ſaid 
to recerve, what he always poſlefled ? 7 
hs who is dependent; ruſt be inferior 
im on w he is dependent, — 
jea in the fone | itt Which he is depe 
dent on him: but the Sofi's bowing 
with the loweft ſubmiſſion to the wil 
of the Father, without ever queſtioning 
his abfohute authority over him, de- 
claring that his whole buſineſs was to 
do the Father's will, not his own (6), (5) John vi. 
was 4 full proof and acknowle * 38. 
men 


4 
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CHAP.111.ment'of his own inferiority, and of 
_—— the Father's ſupremacy over him. 


| The expreſs declaration of the Lord 
ought to decide this point, and put it 
beyond all diſpute. He told his diſci- 
pi in the plaineſt language, that the 
ather was greater than he (c). Some 
may ſuppoſe the Lord's mpeg + was, 
that divinity was greater than huma- 
nity; but ſuch mformation would 
have been unneceſſary, and in fact the 
words, had that been the deſign, would 
have conveyed no information at all: 
for every rational man muſt know, 
that the Godhead is greater than a 
created nature, or the Creator greater 
than a creature. Others may urge, 
that the Son ſpoke of himſelf in his 
official capacity only, as the Father's 
ſervant, that under this view he was 
leſs than the Father, though in his per- 
ſon every way equal with him. But 
where does the Lord make ſuch cu- 
rious diſtinctions? He did not ſay, my 
office is inferior to the Father's throne ; 
but my Father is greater than 1. He 
evidently ſpoke of himſelf, his own 
proper perſon, as the Son of Gop, 
without any expletives, which might 
lead us to conceive that he ſpake 15 
0 


t 33 1 


b Nene, but of his officer ot ef cn Ab. 11. 
If only. in his gfficial capacity. 
_ it not be an hment of 
ny of the Lord. of Glory, to 
ppote, that at the very ti time When he 
ttayely aſſerted the ſuperiority of the 
Father, he knew that in his 
ron b was not at all inferior. to the 
pm” or he ſpoke: of himſelf, and 
the words maſt either relate to his pro- 
perſon, or be without meaning. 
Had th the Lord poſſeſſed a diſtinct divi- 
nity, 1p; op of the Father, ſuch 


of Arne per! 1 * — 
fake admitted, it would be, 12 the na- 
ture of things, impoſſible they ſhould 
ever be ſuperior or inferyor to each 
other. 40 NC | | 


ls. andeniznditng of =) Deity is in 
— 1 han ENS 
NEEC ve a y 
wn to him: had the Son poſſeſſed 

nity: 1dent of the Father; 1 he 


os DAS. io MET 0 * Zing %. PI, „%% ẽ KK =, Te = "©... aud. * 922 


E ſaid, 


=” 


cn. ill. ſaid, ( Of that day and hour knoweth 
vo man, no, not the angels which 


* 


L 4 1 


4 ©* are in heaven, neither the Son, but 
(d) Mark © the Father (d). Some have ſuppoſed 
x11, 3% that the Lord intended, he did not 

know as Man; but that, viewed in 
another light he did then perfectly 
know, what he declared himſelf ign0; 
rant of; but this ſuppoſition is a gro 
reflection on the Son of God : to ſup- 
PR” rw that he ſpoke ambiguouſly—that 
he poſitively aſſerted his ignorance of 
what he perfectly knew, would be an 
impeachment of his veracity. Had he 
known at the time when he ſpake, 
What he declared he did not know, 
his words muſt have been calculated 
to deceive; for thoſe who heard him 
would ſuppoſe: that he ſpoke of his 
proper perſon as the Son of Cop. 
that as the Son of Gop he did not 
know. Beſides, the above fu 1 
Mit of 


involves the monſtrous "abſt 
| imagining two Fenn 
agents in Chriſt, and that the one Kept 


the other in partial ignorance.” H] 
one and the ſame identical perſon 


ſhould know, and not kkriow'ia thing. 
— Can never be ſolved. 1 | 
A $64 It ESOF 11 
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r 
that he knew, but that he was not to HAP. III. 
reveal it, which is putting into his 
mouth a meaning contrary to that con- 

veyed by his words, and would loox 

like charging the Lord with falſehood: 
they might as well ſuppoſe the angels 


knew, but were not to communicate 
their knowledge. 


PROPOSITION IV. 


Chriſt aſcribed. all Glory to his Father 
and claimed none for himſelf indepen» 
dent of Him. 


Had he been divine diſtin& from, 
and independent of his Father, he 
might have glorified himſelf, have 
ſought his own glory, and taken the 
honor bf his mighty works excluſively 
to himſelf. But he declared, that he 
did-not come in his own name — that 
he {ought not his own glory—that the 
honor which he- claimed, he claimed 
becauſe it would redound through him 
to the Father (a). He took not the ( John . 
glory of his works to himſelf, which 7.8. 
he might juſtly have done, had he per- 
formed them by a power which he 
poſſeſſed * of the F 1 

8 ' | 2 | ur 


L 36 J 

Ch. lil. but afcribed the performance of chem 

9 e 
(5) John v. him the glory of them all (3). be 
chap. 3nd Apoſtle declares, that he glorified not 
| himſelf, but him who ſaid unto him, 
| Thou art my Son, &c.; that the glory 
of all that he did, of all that he is made, 
of all the hom and ſubmiſſion 
ielded to him, redounds to God the 
(c) Heb.v-5: Father 25 How ſtrange and unac- 
. . 11. countable muſt theſe things» ppear, if 
the divinity of Chriſt be diſtintt from, 
and be poſſeſſed 91 him W 

of the Father! 


The ſubſtance of the forging 


miſes, with the concluſions ariſin 7 
them, ſtand as follows: 55490 | 


Had Chriſt fefled a divinity di. 
tin& from the Father, every way equal 
with the Father's divinity, he in 


the nature of things have received no- | 
thing of the Father. | ff 


But Chriſt did receive all tings of 
the Father. RT 


Had he been * ine e diſtin from, 
and independent, of the Father, abſo- 
lute independence muſt haye been in- 

| {ſeparable 


feen 
ſeparable from his very being; nor CHAP.111. 
could he ever have been in a depen- 
dent ſtate. Y 7 


But he, in the days of his fleſh, 
Lavowed Hs entire dependence on his 
Father. 2 | | | 


Suppoſing there are diſtin& divine 
rſons, one ſuch perſon can never, 
in the nature of things, become inferior 


. 9 4 


A 3 


to another ſuch perſon. 5 
But Chriſt avowed his inferiority to 
the Father. 


Had Chriſt been a divine perſon 
diſtin& from the Father, all glory and 
honor might have been claimed by 
him, aſide from any union or relation 
ſubſiſting between him and the Father. 


But he never did claim any glory or 
honor, aſide from his union with and 


relation to the Father. 


Therefore he was not a divine per- 
lon diſtinct from the Father. 


1 = 
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HAP. IV. 


mnat the Divinity of Chriſt u. 


CHAP.IV.FJOHAT we may ſtate this point 
clearly, and guard againſt all 
wrong conceptions on ſo momentous a 
ſubject, we ſhall arrange our obſerva- 
tions under diſtin& heads, in the form 
of Propoſitions. EY. 


| © | |» Rene 


* 


The Divinity of Chriſt is not any thing 
2 , created. | 


| By Divinity, we mean the divine 
nature and perfections, and to talk of 
| a created divine nature and perfections 
3 s a ſelf- contradiction. We know of 
1 no divinity but the one uncreated 
* Gop, from whom all other beings 
| derived their exiſtence : all derived 
| | exiſtences muſt be creatures, and to 
| | ſuppoſe any mere created nature or 
B+ being can be Gray, is to rank the 
_ _ creature with the all-glorious 1 579 

whic 


A | 
which would be denying the excluſive CHAP.1V. 
Deity of che one Jehovah. Divinity i 
ſelf.exiſtent, unoriginated, and abſolute- 


ly perfect, properties utterly irreconci- 
Ble with ff — ideas of creatureſhip. 
Therefore if Chriſt hath any divinity 
at all, that divinity can be nothing that 
ever was created. rd 4 


* 


PROPOSITION UI. 


The Divinity of Chriſt never was be- 
| gotlen. | 


There can be no material difference 
between a begotten divinity, and a 
created one. That which is begotten 
muſt have a beginning, and can be no 
moreſelf-exiſtent and unoriginated, than 
that which is created. If the Divinity 
of our Lord was generated or begotten, - 
it matters not when it was generated, 
lince, whatever may have been ſaid 
about eternal generation, every man 
of common ſenſe muſt know, that a 
begotten ſubſiſtence could not be ab- 
ſolutely eternal: for it could not in the 
nature of things ſubſiſt, until aſter him 
by whom it was begotten. Chriſt was 
begatten, and is called the only begot- 
. ten 


EnAP.1v. ten of the Father (a); but we never 


2 

ce in the ſcriptures that his Dininihy) g 

% Vn i. was Begotten. | 

| E 
Þ The Divinity of Chriſt neither is, non 
| ever was, inferior to, or dependent on i: 

. the Father. | | p 


| | Inferiority and dependence neceſla. 
$ rily involves the idea of creaturefhip, 
| | but creatureſhip never can be afcriba 
ble to. Divinity. As proper Divinity 
muſt neceſſarily be unoriginated, and 
abſolutely perfect, inferiority and de. 
ce never can be applicable there 

to. Though the inferiority and de 


| dence of the Son, ih the days of his fleſh 
| re ſufficiently demonſtrable from the 


F ew Teſtament, we ought not to infer 
bo: the ſame things of the Divinity which 
| Flled him, and which appeared in al 
Hp Et that his Divinity was of an inferior, and 
| Fele e expreſs kene 
| to contradi many expo - paſſages 


1 ſcripture, which we halt foon have 


aS SSS 


IN | eccaſion to notice. It would be à ma 
| nifeſt abſurdity to talk WS 
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and A ſubordinate. Divinity, ſuch lan- CH AP. Iv. 


= 


guage never occurs in divine Revela- —— 
tion, we never read there of but one 


Divinity: and that Divinity is abſo- 1 
lutely AUPTEINC, and infinite perfect. . 
Wherever that Divinity, dwells, in 1 
whatever way it 18 manifeſted to us, : 


nothing is to be aſcribed thereto, that 
is in the leaſt contrary to abſolute ſu- 
premacy, and infinite perfection. 


© PROPOSITION IV. 


The: Divinity of Chriſt did not merely 
con 5 EA and e 
lous gifts, ſuchi as the Prophets poſſeſſed. 
0 Extraordinary and miraculous Wer 
never could be all the fulneſs of the 
Cod head bodily; never could conſtitute 
the poſſeſſor Gop with:us; or be Gop 
manafeft in the fleſh. Had Chriſt only 
poſſeſſed extraordinary and miraculous 
its, as the Prophets did, they would 
ve been divine as well as e; and 
in as high a ſenſe. The ſame divine 
epithets 5 80 to him, would have 
been applicable to them; they might 
have fad they were one with, JE HO 
VAH,,1n..the ſame ſenſe as he declared 
molds od: c F 1 himſelf 
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CHAP.1V. himſelf one with the Father, They 


might, in that caſe, have claimed the 
ſame divine honors which he claimed; 
and ought to have received the fame 
worſhip which he receiveth, - But we 
find not ſuch things faid of them as are 
fa d of him; no ſuch epithets are” ap- 
-plied to any one of them, as are ap- 
plied to the Son of Gov. THE 
never aſſerted, that they were one W1 
Jr HOV AH—that he who had ſeen them 
ad ſeen Jehovah. They never claim- 
ed ſuch honor as he claimed ; nor was 
any ſuch worſhip ever paid to them, 
as belongs to him. Hence it is clear, 
that he Was divine, in ſach\a, ſenſe as 
none of them ever were: and that his 
Divinity does not conſiſt of extraordi- 
nary atid miraculous gifts, ſuch as they 
ill F335 ICE nee IN 
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The Divinity of Chrift is not the fecond 
. "Perſon in the Trinity, as ſome (have 
NT PE ns POOOnys: 


. ien £3 EE 86 
The Scriptures never ſpeak of per- 
ſonalities in the Godhead. ' Te doc 
trine of diſtinct perſons, or intelligent 
agents, in the divine eſſence, never 
can be reconciled with the abſolute 
| unity 


ol — 9 . i.e ti ot lee 
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unity of Gop; which is plainly and cn AP.IV. 


e are never told, that. Emmanuel 

| . E. [XC] In 117 fo 
gnifies the ſecond perſon. in the Tri- 
nity; with us; — that the ſecond perſon 
in the Trinity was in Chriſt, Was ma- 
nifeſt in the fleſh;—that the head of 
Chriſt is the ſecond perſon in the 
1 &c. But had this been the 
fact, ſurely we ſhould have had ſome 
intimation of it, in the ſacred volume: 
yet not a word of the kind occurs 
there. If it cannot be learned from 
the Scriptures, that the Divinity of 
the Son is the ſecond perſon of the 
Trinity, we are much at a loſs to find 
What authority any one can have to 
make ſuch an aſſertion: we apprehend, 
that What cannot be know cn! the 
Scriptures, upon this ſubject, Men muſt 
remain totally ignorant of, tor we know 
of no other aue of information. 
Two things are taken for granted, by 
thofe who maintain that the Godhead 
of Chriſt is the ſecond perſon in the 
Trinity. Firſt, That there are other 
divine perfons, to whom every divine 
Perfection is attributable, beſides the 
one Gop and Father. Second, That 
the Divinity of Chriſt is not the one 
 Gop and Father, but a perſon diſtinct 
t from 


— 68 aſſerted in the ſacred wr tings. — 
11 
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cry of my 
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wr oa. Logo witli * 15 8 : 
CHAP.1V. from him, who poſſeſſes the ſame na- 
ure, and js every. way equal with him. 


This ſuppoſed perſon many have agreed 
to call ihe ſecond in the Trinity; but 
why he ſhould be denominated the 
{ſecond perſon, rather than the firſt, or 


third, if there be three coequal co- 


eternal perſons in the Godhead, we 
know not, ſeeing they will not admit, 
that he was ſecond, either in nature, in 
order of time, or in rank: * they 
will have it that he is the ſecond perſon, 
and that this ſecond perſon is the Di. 
vinity of Chriſt. We call for proof, 
inſtead of producing it, they ſet up the 

[Hig in order to ſilence in- 


ei which we think is a proof, that 


eir aſſertions are incapable of demon- 
ſtration. We renew our demand of 
evidence, they talk of carnal reaſoning, 
and the neceſſity of believing without 


reaſoning ; but we have no notion of 


believing without evidence. We puſh 
the inquiry, they anſwer us with boaſt- 
ing words of the orthodoxy of their 


ſentiments, and the hetrodoxy of ours; 


we care nothing about the words or- 


thodoxy and hetrodoxy, we are ſearch- 


ing after truth, and will not be driven 
from the ſearch by mere ſounds, We 


tell them we mean not to believe their 


allertions, 


. = a 4 ; * : . "1 
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allertions, until they can bring forth ca. vr; 
ſuch evidence as will convince of their ————= 
being founded in truth; they, to rid | 
themſelves of fuch troubleſome exami: 
ners, raiſe the cry of hereſy and blaſ- 
phemy, and brand us with odious 
names, by which they think to make 
us infamous, and frighten others from 
perplexing them with the ſame in- 
quiries. We pity their ignorance, the 
meanneſs of their conduct, the narrow- 
neſs of their hearts, and go away con- 


vinced of the badneſs of their cauſe. 


"PROPOSITION VI. 


The Divinity of Chriſt is none other than 
the one God and Father. | 


If the foregoing Propoſitions be ad- 
mitted, this muſt follow of courſe ; for 
if the Lord's Divinity was neither cre- 
| ated nor begotten ; was never inferior 
to, nor dependent on the Father; does 
not conſiſt in miraculous'gifts; and is 
not what ſome call the ſecond perſon 
in the Trinity; what can it be but the 
one Cop, even the Father? 


It is declared, that there is but one 
Gov the Father, (a), therefore either (a) Cor. 
ä | the Yb 1 


L 4 3 
CHAP. IV, the proper Godhead of Chriſt muſt be 
wen up; or it mult be admitted, that 
is Divinity is the Father: for, if it be 
not that Mg 12 the Father, it cannot 
3B be true and r 8 W there 
8 * eker Go ut He. 


_ is 5 OOH cer che ed of 
(5) x Cor. xi, Chriſt is Gop 1 the term. Gop 15 
OP uſed in the ſenſe in which it is com. 

| 5 monly underſtood in ſcripture, (i. 1 
5 ä to expreſs ſtrict and proper Deity, all 
that 1 is; not ſome Fe per. 
| ſon, part, or diviſion, of him who i 
1 indiviſible :- and what Godkead is there 

: beſides? What Divinity had the Son, 
j which was not chis one indiviible 
| ; Gop: p . 


| He called the Deity, his Gop-and 
| Father, and the ſame is ſtiled the Gov 
(Q. Woe, and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt (c) 

PAR obs Pray what Deity is there diſtinct from, 
2 Cor. xi. and that is not this one Gop the Fa- 


31. ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ? 


1 


- — — — — — — we — 
* 


He never ſpoke of any Deity but 
the F er Godhead but the 
Father who was in him— of any Divi- 
nity but that Gop whoſe: ſpirit was 


Boa him. Was not this a ladle Aang 
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1 

F Himel poſſeſſed a Divinity which ch. V. 
was hot he Packer but a perſon x. I 
Benn diſtinet from him? Accordi 
' reaſoning! of Trinitarians, 
t be ſuppoled, the Son of Gb» 
had three divine perſons in him; and 
in fact, upon that hypotheſis, he mult 
haye three divmitiés: for the Father 
Was in him, and they: ſuppoſe: the Fa 
Her to'be''a_ perſon, to be truly di: 
vine; they ſuppoſe the Spirit to be a 
divine perſon, and the Spirit Was Uf 

him; — and that he had a proper divi- 

nity of his own, which Was neither the 
Father, nor the Spirit, but a divine 3 
perlon ctiſtinẽt from both. But What e 
need hac he of either the Father r 


rit, if 

Rl diſtinct from e (b 
p ge Span Could not one D. 
vinity en able him to 1 all His 


55 tity works, and ane 0% 019 
ch he did, as well 4s 8 Daune 
How was it that he referred the per- 


formance of all his works 1 the Father 
who was in him, if he Had la wore 
Deity of his on diſtin& from the 

ther, by which all che works might 
have Ne perforined' 2 Did his own 
; Divinity lie dormant in him 
ile he remained on earth, that he 
| Was 


e „ us T 


a> 


Had! 4 divinity of his own 


48 J 


3 Af. Iv. was reduced to the neceſſity of 75 
. S tothe Father for ſupport and aſſiſtance 


If he had a divinity, diſtinct from the 
A it ſeems it remained inactive 
$ uring the whole of his miniſtry, for 
3 we find not a ſingle operation aſcribed 
3 | thereto. ' Either we muſt admit that 
Chriſt had no n the Father 
dwelling in him; or the whole of what 
his Apoliles wrote concerning him muſt 
become ridiculous, and utterly. un. 


intelligible. . 


. [Chriſt himſelf expreſsly declared, 

that the Father was with him, and in 

(a) John him/(4);; We are told, that Gop was 
10,38, in Chriſt: — that Goa manifeſt in 
the fleſn: that in him dywelleth all the 

(e) Cor. v. fulneſs of the Godhead, Any rc). Do 
1 Tim, ii, not ſuch; language matarelly I. us 
1 to conceive that he Was filled with, 
Clo. . 9. ſuſtained by, and under the influence 
| off, true and Proper Deity ? Upon, this 
ound we aſcribe Divinity to the Man 

hriſt Jeſus, - and conclude, that his 

Divinity is the one and only Cop, and 

Father. We are ſtrengthened in the 
concluſion by the recollection, that 

there is but one Divinity, one Gop, 

and that this one Gop 1s the Father: 

that conſequently, if Chriſt had true 


and 
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and Deity, that Deity muſt be cr ae, iv. 
this Go and Father, ſeeing there —— | 
is mo other Deity. This concluſion | 
appears: to as. conſiſtent with the Scrip- 
ae oy him 
by bang in him, or poſſeſſed by him, 
12 one Cob the Father. We 
conceive that this ane Gop dwelt in 
the Son af Man in the days of his fleſh 
that ſince his exaltation all his fſulneſs 
dwalleth bod:ly in him — that the Man 
ia he temple in which Deity rehdes— 
and that he is to us the image, or viſi- 
ble manifeſtation of the inviſible Gop. 


The Grounds on which every Divine 
* Charatter —Appellation-—Work — Ho- 
nar, Sc. are aſcribable to the Man 
Chraft Jeſus. 


WE have before endeavoured to CHAP,V. 
ſhow, that Divinity is aſcriba- wy 
ble to the. Son of Man, and that he hath 
no Divinity ſeparate from, and inde- 
| pendent 


1 80 J 


CHAP. v. pendent of the Father. Hence we are 
neceſſarily brou 5 to this concluſion, 


that he is truly divine on the ground 
of his union with the Father; which 
union conſiſts in the mutual in- dwel. 
ling of Gop in the Man, and the Man 
in God: ſo that Divinity is manifeſted 
to us in and by the humanity. Theſe 
we eſteem the true grounds of al 
that 1s divine being attributed to the 
Man, whom Gop hath made ſtrong 
for himſelf: but it is neceſſary to ſtate 
them more at large. 


PROPOSITION I. 


The moſt perfect, intimate, and indiviſibli 
NMnion, ſubſiſts between Deity and the 
Man eli Jeſus, and upon the ground 
of this entire Union all that is divin: 
Zs attributed to the Man. 


The union of the Father and the 
Son, is not the union of two diſtinct 
Divinities, or divine perſons, in one 
common nature, to ſuppoſe which 
would be to ſuppoſe two Gods; but it 
is the union of two diſtinct natures, the 
divine and human, the union of Go» 
and Man : — Deity inſeparably united 

t 
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to the Man — Humanity inſeparably chAp. v. 
united to the One bug and true G60D.— —— 
Upon the ground of this union Chriſt 
declared himſelf and the Father to be 

one (a). Deity. appeared in all the (a) John x. 
words ſpoken, and works performed“. 

by the Son of Man, and they are ſpoken 
= the words and works of Gop (6), (5) John iii, 
The works done by Gop are ſaid tq3+ & ix. 3. 
be done by the Man (c). But how (e) John v. 
can this be underſtood. without ſuppo- 19. 

ſing the union to ſubſiſt mentioned 
above? Which union Chriſt himſelf 
aſſerted (d). x 


With Gop this never had a begin- 
ning, but always ſtood in the higheſt 
perfection. For He inhabiteth eternity 
to him neither paſt nor to come are 
applicable; —he ſeeth the end from the 
beginning, and calleth things which 
zre not as if they were his under- 
ſtanding is infinite (e) — he compre- (e) 16. 1vii. 
hendeth all things from everlaſting to 5. E *lvi. 
everlaſting: at one view: all periods Rom. iv. 17, 
and events were as truly preſent to his Pf. cxlvii. 
abſolute infinite mind from all eternity 
as ever they will be. Io Gor there 
can be nothing new:  _ 


(4) John 


XIV. 11, 


He keeps his own immortal now.” 


3 ns Hence 
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US. 
char. v. Hence the human nature in che perſon 
of Chrift was always preſent with him, 
as the object of his higheft n 
the medium in which he would dif. 
play his infinite perfection and glory. 


With the Son of Man this union had 

a beginning: it commenced in the very 
N and conſtitution of his per. 

e, | JO y was it neceſſary that his 
conception ſhould be miraculous — 

ſhould be effected through the ſpecial 

Frome: of the Higheſt coming upon the 

irgin, and the Holy Ghoſt overſha- 

dowing her () — if it was not to eſta- 

% Luke i. bliſn fuch an union? If it was not then 
35. eſtabliſhed, how could he be called the 
Son of the Higheſt—the Son of Goy, 
from his very birth (g)? This union 
continued through the whole of his life; 
it became more and more intimate as 
the ſpirit of his Father reſted more and 
more upon him. It was carried to the 
higheſt pitch, and fully conſummated 
when he was exalted and glorified. 
Hence many things which were true of 
him in the days of his flefh, are not 
ken of him ſince the conſumma- 
tion of this union m his glorification: 
we neyer read of his being ignorant 


0 


+» 


his being in 
the ſenſe in which he was when on 
earth: nor are we ever told that while 
he was on earth all the fulneſs of the 
Godhead dwelt badily in him, but 
this is ſaid of him n en. 


” 


- PROPOSITION UI. ' 


The Umon between the Father and the 
Son, conſiſis in their reciprocal in- 
' dwellmg, Gop in the Man, and the 
Man in Cop, and their mutual p 
fefſron of each other. 2 


Fo talk of the union of Deity with 
Derty, without ſuppoſing more than 
one God, which ſuppoſition the Scrip- 
tures expreſsly forbid,” is mere non- 
ſenſe; but to talk of the union of Go) 
and Man, is at once an eaſy and intel- 
lgible repreſentation, quite conſiſtent 
with the doctrine of one fupreme Being, 
and the very thing which Chriſt hamfell 
fre uently afferted : he never ſaid that 
his Divinity was one with the Father ; 
but that he the Son of Man was one 
with him. : 


We 


* 


of an thing fince that period, nor of CHAP. v. 
doin rior to the Father now i 


CHAP.V. We can form no rational con 
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iom 


A of Cop and Man being ſo united as to 


(«) Jobn 


AV. 11. 


become one, but by reciprocal in-dwel. 
ling. Unleſs we admit it upon this 
ground, how can we admit it at all 
without manifeſt abſurdity ? It would 
be extremely abſurd to ſuppoſe that 
Deity, who is immutable and impaſſa- 
ble, could be ſo changed as to be con- 
verted into humanity; or to ſuppoſe 
that humanity Ge, be changed into 
Divinity but if neither of theſe be 
admiſſible, and the union between the 
Father and the Son be maintained ypon 
rational ground, or ſo as for any clear 


ideas to be conceived thereof, it muſt 


be admitted that they are one by God's 
dwelling in the Man, and the Man's 
dwelling in God. This appears to be 
the. doctrine of the New Teſtament 
upon the ſubject. Chriſt expreſsly de. 
clared, that the Father was in him and 
he m the Father (a): He hath not left 
us in the dark reſpecting the nature of 


the union between him and the Father; 


how they are one, he hath pointed out 
the union ſubſiſting between himſelf 
and his ſaints as the counterpart thereof; 
he prayed that they all might be one 
in him and in the Father, as he and the 
Father are one: he ſaid, I in em 
SY 65 an 
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and thou in me (b).“ Now, how is it CHAP. v. 
that Chriſt makes his people one wit 
himſelf? Is it not by manifeſting his „ Jon 
truth in their underſtanding—ſhedding 
his love abroad in their hearts - com- 
municating his Spirit, his fulneſs to 
them — ſo dwelling in their ſouls, and 
in the end raiſing them to his throne, 
giving them to participate with him 
in that glory to which he is exalted? 
2 poſſeſs his fulneſs, and he poſſeſ- 
ſes their ſouls. They dwell in his love, 
and he dwells in hem 'by his' Spirit. 
This is the union between Chriſt and his 
people — it is thus they are one with 
— Well, this is the counterpart of 
the union between him and the Father. 
The Father dwelleth in him, even all 
the fullneſs of the Godhead bodily 
all the treaſures of wiſdom and know- 
ledge—all the truth, love, perfection 
and glory of Jehovah (c). He is the c) col. f. 
true temple poſſeſſed by and filled with 3.9. 
the glory of Deity. (4). The Son pol- (4) John ii. 
ſeſſeth and diſplays all divine perfec- cb. „iii. 2. 
tions, and is raed to the higheſt ſtate 
of glory. 


; = WP 
Chriſt ſaid, © All things that the 
Father hath are mine.” The Apoſtle 
aſlerts, that © Chrift is God's” (e): which (e) John xvi. 
Miri ; | evidently 4,08 Llp. 


enAP. v. evidently holds forth the idea of Te. 
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Drocal poſſeſhon — the Divinity pol. 
| (ing 2 nature as ped Own 
habitation — the ee in which” he 


oY 
| be being the or 


5 of the Fathier—the f 
things. Thus the e are 
one and indiviſible, hy the moſt intimate 
union, reciprocal m-dwelling, — and 
mutual poſſeſſion. On this ground all 
that belongs to the Father is aſcribable 
to the Son; and all the worfhypp and 

honor given to the Son, are given 0 
the Father through him. 


Under the Jewiſh di perten the 
worſhip performed in, or looking to- 
wards, the Temple at Jeruſalem, had 
the Gor of Iſrael, who e peculiar pre- 
ſence was ſuppofed to be there, for 
its obj The worſhip appointed un- 
der that economy, could not be car- 
ried on without a viſible tabernacle or 
temple, to wh ch the worſhipers-might 
Fi It While that diſpenſation re- 
mained, Gor and his Temple were 
ideas not to be ſeparated. All this 
pointed to Chriſt. . We are not to 


worſhip 


2 


midft of the throne ; nor the Father as 
1058 from Chriſt, but as dwelling 


o ſeparate in our views, Go, and the 
dium in which he is revealed and 
nanifeſted to us: nor the medium 


manifeſted thereby. We may form 
liſtin& ideas of Gop, and. of the hu- 
nan, nature, in which he dwelleth'; 
but we 'ought to remember, they are 
erfectly united, and become one ob- 
ect to, 


MANUEL. 
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God. zs become viſible.— is manifeſted 
—_ — | 


2 


Gov is expreſsly arid repeatedly 
that is inacceſſible — that no man hath 


is in its own nature inviſible, cannot 
| 24223 Sed > ( 41 H | : 


m—the true temple. We are never 


our view: Which object is 


qrſhip. him as a ſeparate object from char. v. 
he Father, but as the lamb in the 


rom him who dwells therein, and is 


t is in Chriſt Tefus that the invisiBuE 


declared to be inviſible (a). It is af- (4) Col. 
firmed,” that no man hath ſeen Gop at, Fim. i. 
any time — that he dwelleth in light Heb. xi. 


1 


ſeen nor can ſee him (5). That which (% John i. 
1 Tim. vi. 


16. 


—T— 
CHAP.1V. be beheld but through ſome medium, 
— — brings it forth to view, in Which 
| tit becomes adapted to our ſiqht, or by 
| hich our ſight is ſo ſtrengthened as to 
| become capable of looking upon it. 
Such a medium is the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 
le is called the image of the inviſible 
tl (% Col. i. 15. Gop the brightneſs of his glory (c). 
| 


if — On him the divine charatter and per. 

| BE” fechons are deeply eng aven, Fendered 
ij legible, made; manifeſt to us. In him 
| the divine glory ſhines forth,” in its 
„ned, utmoſt blaze. By him Gop hath 
= ; bp. OED to us (d). By is Son he per. 
ormeth all his works, and hath given 
i} to him the reins of univerſal govern 

| Tn (e) Ephe. i. ment—the ſceptre of the univerſe (o) 
if A4 x, 36. BY him all the riches of divine grace, 
| and * of divine wiſdom, are 


(f) John i. Open 7 ). In him Cop become 
—_ our everlaſting portion, and our glory: 


Ae. <0 for Chriſt is the hope of glory in hi 
(ol. i. 2. ſaints (g). He is therefore the perfect 
image, or viſible reprefentation, of all 
the inviſible Gop is. In him, ineffable 

majeſty is become effable—inacceflible 


ll Ugght become acceſſible — una proach: 
| able glory become approachable. Who 


that views the Son in this light can hel 
aſcribing Divinity to him, ſeeing all 
that is divine is manifeſted” and dil. 
played by him? 

. PRO. 
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] 1. vd which. 204 bom, even 21 . 
5 Man, 16 89 to US. 5 oo | 


<q? 589 


CD F 1 


en of Chriſt, 


þ, 
- 


the [glorious things f by 


metaphyſical diſtinctions in the God- 
ey heb would be unintereſting to 
to direct our views to whit 


'— Jr 


=I TT Þ 


be 15, to us, * is to us in 10 Son. 


"FED * 


1 in that an Og. b he bean 
bn 5 us: whence Chriſt is called 
mighty Go, the everlaſtin DE Pager (a). 
I Jenovan the huſband of his people, 
. is the bridegroom, his church 
the bride (). Is Gop a quickening ( 
Spirit, and a comforter in their hearts, 9: 
the ſecond Adam was made a quicken- 
ing Spirit, the Lord Jeſus i is that S irit, 
— rom him the ſaints derive all their 
7 e Is Jesoy ay Our righteouſ- 
| 1ſt is made unto us righteouſ- 
2 40 Is the moſt. High faid to dwell 
a tevers—it is Chr Griff that dwells in; 
them (e). 1s Gop Our hawgiver and e 
He - maſter, * 


1. bot rn - 


- .. WS 


CHAP. V; 


Ahe 7 titles a cet to, al | 


are not 1 0 to lead us to conceie 


. — iS. WI us, and to ſhow us that 2 


(a) Iſa. ix. G. 
Heb. 11,13. 


(5) Rev. xxi. 


* N. . 


W 5 * 
2 ay” iii. 


175 
» Ham or. i. 


) 2 Cor. vi. 


Ephe. iii. 
17. 


CHAP, v. maſter, the Son of Man is the maſter 
big and head of the church (F). Is Gop 


XX111, 8. 


(s) Ifa. ix, 


(k) Tim. dead (4). Theſe things prove both 


iv. 1. 


5 i 
* 9 . 


4275 he performs all his operations, and fill 


» * 4 
. 


that the Man is and does, through the 
divine fulneſs, perfection and lory, 


we have no acceſs to, enjoyment of, or 
__ communion with Go», but in and 
through Him: nor does Gov addreſs, 
act towards, or hold communion with 
us, but in and through 


L 6 } 


the umverſal 8 vernor—unverſal go. 
vernment reſts upon the ſhoulders of 
the child which was born—the Man 
that died (g). Is Goo himſelf 149g 
the Man Iihall judge the quick and 


the Divinity of Chriſt, and the grounds 
upon which Divinity is aſcribable to 
him: namely, becayſe, whatever Gon 
does, he does in and by the Man, whom 
he hath made wrong for h mſelf; 
whatever he is to us, he is in and 
by him, be dwells in him, and in 
him diſplays all his wiſdom and 
power, truth and grace, love and 

olineſs, perfection and glory; by him 


up every relation which he ſuſtains: 
and becauſe whatever Gop is and does, 


and poſſeſſes. Thus he is Gon to us, 


» 3 16 him. 'There- 
fore he is our Lord and our God. 


On 


— 


r ¶ . FF. ET 
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| 
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Divinit 


of ſuch aſcription need be ſought. 
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On the foregoing 4 we aforibe c CHAP. v. 
to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, and 
honor 1m as we honor the F ather. 
On the ſame premiſes, we conceive 
the Scriptures give him all his divine 
titles, and aſcribe to him all divine ho- 
nors. We are fully perſuaded, that 
Divinity being united to him, dwelling 


in him, filling his human powers, his 
being Gop to Man, flanding as the 
Expreſs image of Gov before us, acting 


on the part of, and fully rſonati 


His Father at the head oft e .chutch, 
and of the whole creation; ſufficiently 

"aftify the aſcription of every thin 

divine to him, and that no other cauſe 


- 
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vhs HAP. vi. te aka 


(44 


4 he Advanta ages 1 1155 the fore- 
1 gains View 17 the n of Chr fe, 


13 


we we taken, can be reconciled with 


the ſtatement which the Mosr Hicn 


. 


FE: ap drehend that no by view Ap. vi. 
of the ſubject, but that which. 
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LAS So 


CHAP.V1. hath given of his own character, and 


—— what 


Firſt advane No idea of the Divinity of Chriſt 


tage, 


would be liable, and caſts luftre upon 
the Scriptures at large. . Theſe are 
advantages by no means to be diſre, 


Gobp-to the ſtrict and abſolute unity 


conſequently ſuch a 
totally unſcriptural: for ſcripture can. 


#6 \ 62 1 


hath recorded concerning his 
Son. We think the foregoing repr 

lentation harmonizes the doctrine of 
one God, and the Revelation afforded 
of Jeſus Chriſt, ſo. as to render the 
Chriſtian ſyſtem conſiſtent, plain, and 
intelligible; that it removes many ob- 
jettions to Which any other hypotheſis 


7 5 7 1 F rr <<< a eee 


garded, and which might naturally be 
expected- to reſult from a juſt view of 
the character of our Lord. We ſhal 
Nate them more at large. 


- 
— 


ought to be admitted, which is in the 
leaſt repugnant to the doctrine of one 


of the moſt High : ſeeing that unity 1; 
plainly expreſſed, and ſtrenuouſly main. 
tained in the Scriptures. To ſuppoſe 
the Divinity of the Lord to be any 
thing elſe than the one living and true 
Gop dwelling in him, is a ſuppoſition 
irreconcilable with the divine unity, 
h a notion muſt be 


not contradict itſelf. But to fay his 
R Divmity 


7 | 
Divinity is the one Gov and Father cn ap. vi; 34 
dwelling in him, may be admitted = ð 17 
without the leaſt contradiction to the | | 
abſolute oneneſs of Gop: or the one 
Gov dwelling in the Man, in the com- 
pleateſt ſenſe, doth not make him more 
an one, We conceive, that either 
the ablolute unity of Goy muſt be 
given up, or the Divinity of Chriſt 
nied; or it muſt be admitted that he 
is divine through the in-dwelling -of 
the one true Divinity. © © 


pms my, C5 TH ns” Vw = — 1 2 


The Jews object to Chriſtianity, that Second Ad- 
it cannot be true, becauſe (ſay they) vantage. 

it deſtroys the unity of God. If what 

they aſſert be true, that the Chriſtian 

fyſtem does actually deſtroy the divine 
unity, their concluſion is juſt, and they 

do well to reject Chriſtianity, but their 
objection is not founded upon the New 
Teſtament account of our Lord's Divi- 
nity, but upon the Trinitarian Hypo- 
theſis, which is a falſe ſtatement of the 
ſubje& : nor can any Trinitarian ever 
obviate the above Jewiſh objection to | | | 
the Goſpel. To give up the Divinity 

of Chriſt, will not ſatisfy the Jews, be- 

cauſe they find his Divinity maintained 

in the New Teſtament; the only way 

to anfwer them, is to declare that-we 


e 
e 
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n 
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GHAP, VI. as well as as they maintain the unity of 
god, that we aſcribe no Divinity to 
Chriſt, but this one Goo dwelling in 
him: and to ſhew them that this is the 
light in which Chriſt and his ren 
| ſtated the ſubject. wot 


2 Ad- Our 1 of the Divini of 

Ow” Chriſt, reconciles what is ſaid. of. his 

depe ndence on, and aper to 

2 Father, with the exalted character, 

and divine appellations giyen to him 
Having nothing but what he receiv 

of the Father, * muſt be dependent, 

and ſubordinate ; but as the” Father 

as all ha all thi ip, and 

K 1 8 s glory an rfections in 

— we — e 7. muſt be 

applcab to ST M. eee any co tra- 

diction to his dependence on, and ſub- 

ordination to him, from whom he re- 

ceived all thi ings. No other idea but 

that of Chriſt's being inhabited by all 

the divine fulneſs, can render the above 

conſiſtent with each other. | 


74 * 


er . 


Fourth Ad-., Our views of the ſubj ect render in- 
R gible what is ſaid of the Lord's 
_- inferiority: to the Father in the days of 
his fleſh, the beſt key to which is a 

Sons gradual reception of the. re 

0 


3 ccc — os. ved © 


of tlie Godhead, until it all dwelt bodily cHAY. vi. 
in him; but upon the idea of his 
Divinity being diſtinct from the Father, 

ad poſſeſſed by him independent of 

the Father, all the fulneſs of the God- 

head muſt be as perfectly in him when 

4 babe in the manger, as when ſeated 

on the throne of his glory: in which 

caſt, no „ be in the reception 

thereof could ever be admiſſible, or 

the leaſt inferiority poſſible to him 

when on earth, any more than now 

that he appears m the midſt of the 
throne. But admit him to be divine 
chrough the in- dwelling of the God- 

head in him, and all that is ſaid of his 
progreſſive reception of the divine ful- 

nels; and his inferiority when on earth 
becomes intelligible. 7 80 


Another advantage attending our Fifth Ad- 
ideas of the Divinity of Chriſt is, that se. | 
the ſubject is thereby ſtripped of the 
myſticiſm in which any other ſtatement 
would involve it, and made intelligi- 
ble to the underſtandings of all rational 
beings. Whatever Gap hath revealed 
is intended to be underſtood; and what- 
ever 18 not capable of being underſtood 
may be fairly pronounced no part of 
Revelation. We can form rational . 
"TY MOON 


CHAP.V1;of Gop's dwelling 
—— Man's being filled with the fulneſs of 
Gop; but we can form no rational 


Sixth Ad- 


__ vanta ge, 


E 
in the Man, and the 


conceptions of one divine perſon's 
dwelling in another divine perſon. 
The Divinity of Jeſus muſt be ra. 
tionally underſtood, if underſtood at 
all, and what rational idea can we have 
of the Man Jeſus being divine; but 
2 all that is divine dwelling in 


We think our ideas of the Son of 
Gov caſt light upon, and render plain, 
many paſſages in the ſacred writings, 
Throughout the Scriptures Gop hath 
ſpoken after the manner of Men, and 
applied to himſelf all the eſſential pro- 
ing and feelings of human nature: 

rom the foregoing repreſentation it 
appears, that he hath e this with 
the greateſt 8 as the human 
nature is his fixed habitation, the me- 
dium in which he manifeſts himſelf to 
his creatures, and by which he“ per. 
forms all his operations: that nature 


which he hath made his own, by unit- 
ing it in the moſt intimate manner to 


himſelf, and repleniſhing it with all 
his fulnefs. In the Scriptures divine 
works, prerogatives, perfections, and 
t RR © 


% 
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ropriety of which can only appear 
por the conſideration that Gop Fells 
in that nature. 


o . 


learn how perfectly adapted Chriſt is to 
ſtand as a Sale Perses between Gon 


fully qualified to act in that capacity, 
he 4 fled with all the fulneſs "I che 
Godhead bodily : and being ſo filled, 
he acts on the part of Gop to Man, 
ſtands in his Father's place, diſplaying 
all his divine perfection and glory be- 
fore them; and on the other hand, he 
ſtands ön the part of Men, acting for 
them towards Gop. He is Gop to 
Man, and Man to Gov, a perfect 
mediator between both; all the diſtance 
which ſubſiſted between Gop and 
creatures is fully made up in him: 
Gop and Man being perfectly umted, 
and become one in him. Thus Gon 
is come nigh to us, and we have caſ 

acceſs to him. We conceive, that theſe 
advantages are connected with our 
ideas of the perſon of Chriſt. | 


I 2 e 


appe llations , are given to the human chAb. vl. 
nature, in the perſon of Chriſt, the 


From our views of the lehre. we Seventh 
r 


Advantage, 


and Men. Man is Mediator between 
God and Men, but that he may be 
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| 0bjefions Lo the oregomg Scheme of our 
Tord Hivinity confidered. 


Sadness 


O deny the Lord eſus a ſeparate 
1 Divinity, diſtin& from, and in. 
Firlt Ob- dependent of the Father, is to degrade 
jection. his perſon, and take from his real dig. 
nity. f Brig B 


We aſk wherein? What higher 
dignity could he poſſibly poſſeſs than 
being filled with all the fulneſs of the 
Godhead bodily? What perfection or 

lory could he have, if he had a 

ivinity independent of the Father's 
. dwelling in him, that we do not aſcribe 
to him when we ſay, that all divine 
fulneſs dwells in, and is poſſeſſed by 
him, in the higheſt ſenſe ? If his havin 
nothing independent of the Father, an 
his receiving all things of the Father, 
degrades the Son of Gop, he degraded 
himſelf when he avowed his depen- 
dence on, and declared that all things 
were given to him by the Father. On 
the contrary, we think that thoſe Rien 

ay, 


„ 


3 
— 


Anſwer. 


L 1. 

fy the Divinity of Chriſt is not the char. vn. 
one Go and Father dwelling in him _ 5 
degrade his perſon, as there is no other 3 
true Divinity but the one Gon and | =_ 
Father: therefore, unleſs he be the Di- 
vinity of the Son, the Son's cannot be 
the one true Divinity. e 
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fy The a foregoing is the in-dwelling Second Ob 
ſcheme, and makes the Son Gop only !“eton. 
through the inhabitation of Deity. _ 


What then? Will the objector tell us An wer, 
how the Son of Man could be trul | 
divine in any other way than throug 
the mhabitation of Deity, or all the ful- 
neſs of the Godhead dwelling bodily in 
him? We believe he cannot. For 
whether the Divinity of the Son of 
Man, was the ſecond perſon of the 
Trinity, or the one Gop and Father, 
the Son of Man could be divine only 
as this Divinity dwelt in him. We 
chooſe to ſay that the Divinity which 
dwelt in Chriſt was the one Gop and 
Father, becauſe the Scriptures no where 
ſpeak of the ſecond perſon in the Tri- 
nity dwelling in him; but they do 
ſpeak of the Father being in him: nor 
can we ſee how the ſecond perſon of 
the Trinity ſhould be all the fulneſs of 


the 


| (3 

CHAP, vn. the Godhead, if the Godhead compre. 
—— hend three divine perſons. . We no 
where read in the oracles of Go, of 

the fulneſs of the Godhead being in 
Chriſt in ary -other way. but by in 
dwelling, or inhabitation. , 
But this is to degrade Chriſt to a 
level with the ſaints, for Gop is faid 
to dwell: in them, and the Apoſtle 
prayed that hey might be filled with 

8 O 


all the fulneſs of Gon. 


Anſwer, We by no-means bring down Chriſt 
to a level with the ſaints, for we make the 
following diſtinctions between God's 
dwelling in him, and kis dwelling in 


Firſt DiC- He dwelleth in Chriſt naturally and 
tinftion, neceſſarily, as his only begotten Son, 
and as ſuch his dwelling” in him was 
inſeparable from his very being}; but 

his dwelling in the ſaints is only on the 
KN of their adoption, and they 

id exiſt without any ſuch in- dwelling. 


Second Di.. Gop dwelleth in Chriſt immediately 
tinfion, and directly, by the, moſt intimate 
| union, without any medium to join 
them together; but his dwelling in the 
| _ ſaints 


1 1 
ſaints is mediately, as they are united cnur. vt. 
to the r /t-born. Chriſt is the medium is 


which-umtes Gop and his people; they 
poſſeſs the divine fulneſs only as they 
receive out of the fulneſs of Chriſt, 1 
and grace for grace. Chriſt received #4 
all directly from the Father; they poſ- $ 
ſeſs nothing divine but as they receive | 
it from Chriſt. He receives nothing 
through any one; they receive nothing 

from the Father but what they receive 


. 
d - 
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. What he poſſeſſeth, he poſſeſſeth in Third Dit. | 
e his own natural and indefeaſible right, tinQions, 0 
3332 the only begotten of the Father, the ö 
n heir of all things; the ſaints receive | 


1 

in their own right; but all in 

the tight of Chriſt the firſl-born, and | 
proper ner. . | 
Al che fulneſs of the Godhead dwel- Fourth Dit | 


leth boditv in Chriſt ; but. though the tinction. | 
faints ſhall be filled therewith, it is | 
| ry ver {aid that it ſhall dwell bodily in { 
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Theſe diſtinctions ſufficiently prove, 
that we by no means . Chriſt 
to a level with his ſaints. 
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Your 


| 
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chr, VII. 


——— 
Fourth Ob- 
jection. 


Anſwer. 


aſcribe Divinity to the Son of. Man, 


fulneſs of the Godhead is manifeſted 


call him our Lord and our Gop, and 
8 Pay divine worſhip to him. Inſtead of 


2 
Your ſtatement-ſeems- to wel the 
human nature in the perſon of Chriſt, 
by aſcribing Divinity to the Son of 


Man. 


bo ow N 


ALLELES - x7) + ie 109 37159 
If by deifying the human nature, in 
the perſon of Chriſt, be meant the 
CT the humanity into Divinity, 
we deny the charge, nor will any thing 
we have ſaid lead to ſuchva concluſion; 
but if by deifying the human nature 
nothing more be intended than that 
the Man is filled with, and poſſeſſes all 
the fulneſs of the Godhead bodily, 
chis is our very ſentiment: under this 
view, we concerve the Scriptures 


and declare him to be the Chriſt the 
Son of the living Gop. Aid as all the 


in and by the Son of Man to us, we 


ang aſhamed of this truth, it is the 
foundation of our joy and hope. 
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N the whole we conclude, that the Concluſion, 
Son of Goo is truly and properly Y— 
Man; that the Man Chriſt Jefus ſtands mm 
the neareſt relation to, and is moſt inti- 
mately united with the one Gop and 
Father : that - Gop dwelleth in, and 
poſſeſſeth the humanity, in the higheſt 
and moſt entire ſenſe as his own ; and 
that the Man poſſeſſeth the Divinity in 
the moſt entire ſenſe as his own: That 
on the ground of this reciprocal in- 
dwelling, and mutual poſſeſſion, the 
Father and the Son are perfectly one. 


That whatever Gop doth, he doth in 
and by the Man whom he hath made 
ſtrong for himſelf; and that whatever 
the Man doth, Gop doth in and by 
him: that hence they are one in every 
work and operation. That we can 
know nothing of Gov abſtractedly, nor 
have any acceſs to him without a me- 
dium: but that as he is manifeſted to 
us in human nature, we can behold 
his glory, and have acceſs into his pre- 

N ſence. 


Concluſion, fence, That 


R 


Ys 
Chriſt Jeſus is the way 


——— from Gov to Man; and from Man to 
Gop : that he 1s the grand link 1n the 
chain of being, which umtes Gop and 
creatures in one. That he is Man to 
Gov, and Gop to Man. To him be 


all honor and 
28 AMEN. 65 | 


glory, far ever and ever. 
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